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Hear Editor, 

Please excuse my delay in responding to you^editorial criticism of me personally , 
and profess dually. I vras in the hospital when it was published, also, please, excuse my 


typing, which for a series of medical reasons, including that A must keep my legs ele- 
vated when I type, with the tyepwriter to the side, can/t be any better. ^'9 

■‘•’rankly, 1 am agjSjast that the Uimes could bo as prejudiced/ as- ‘Igrioraht ’And as 
much an uncritical apologist for officialdom as” in its editorial and reporting on tln»5' 
exceptional AMA propaganda ploy ■ 4rfe-i&. 


I am also disappointed that when over the? year;! I've spent many unpaid days helping 
a series of • L 'imes reporters it now, as the vaunted newspaper of record, •: defames me as this 
editorial does. And that without spooling to me and without even consulting its own morgue. 

If you had consulted your morgue you' d have learned that the doctors lied in claiming 
to be breaking their silence for the first time now. Check, for example, under Hr. J. 
Thornton Boswell for November, 1966. I prepored a Baltimore ^>un reporter to i mtcOTiw a 


interview him. Boswell was so pleased coming him he gave iha same story to AP 

in a separate interview. 


You could also have learned that I wu3 a ,J -'imes source in exposing what the House 

Select^ Committee on Assassinations was doing and not doing. 

I am not a blind partisan, I have defended the FBI against unjustified criticism, 

and I give free and unsupervised access to all writers to thidd of a million pages 

of once-suppressed official records on the JFK and king assassinationyeven though I know 

in advance that I will disagree with what they will write. 

I consider that FOIA makes me surrogate for the people and I try to live by>this 

belief. For which the I’imes now maligns me and misrepresents my work and my qualifications 

for it ami in effect accuses me of exploiting the great tragedy for money, which is utterly 
<y 

flse and defamatory. 

I recognize that my enclosed response is longer than letters usually are. J " hope that 
in belated fairness the" _ fiiaes will consider it as an oped page submission. If you do, 
please feel free to edit it as you see fit as long as you do not ghange the sense of any- 
thing I say. 

There is so much more of the official evidence that disproves the official "solution" 

1.1 

I could have added and to which you are welcome if at last the A imes is willing to con- 
front its own past on this subject and report “the realities rather than theories! 

Like the suppressed and hidden Official death certificate executed by the President's 

'A 
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own physician, Admiral Burkley. He wqs the only doctor who was in the Dallas emergency .. 
room and the Bethesda autopsy room and he was not called as a witness by the Commission, 

On its part, ii~hid in the one place one ordinarily would never search, the files of 
what the Commission sent to the Government Printing Office to be published, what it did 
not publish of rets records. That is where I found his death certificatEB. It locates the 
rear ,non-f atal wound not in the President's neck but at the level of his tliird thoracic 
verte'i-bra. 

Also hidden there is Ms "verification" of ^r. Boswell's autopsy body chart wMch 
locates this wound about five inches lower tlian he and Dr. a umes testified it was. 

These hidden records also include the receipt for those notes D r ,, Mumes said he 
destroyed even though he had testified to the Commission tint what lie burned was the first 
draft of Ms autopsy report that he rewrote as soon as lie learned that Oswald v/qa dead 
and that there would be no trial! 

They also include the original of the holograph of Ms autopsy report in wliich all 
but one of the innumerable references to "puncture" wounds was eliminated by Ms 
superiors the Mght Oswald was Mlled. (Thd m. K-jy jUJyyi ] vtifaf Ufa* the LOU ) 

I published these and many similar records in facsimile in Post Mortem . They thus 
hifve been available to the T'imos for about 17 years. CUtfi A OiAlM flu ■'f 

As is all I liave accumulated via POIA. 

In assMling me personally and professionally wilihout the.rnost perfunctory effort to 
learn the truth, in behaving as would not have been tolerated from the greenest cub in 
my reporting days, the $£ i 'imds has made and leaves for the record an incorrect and dis- 
honest personal defamation and professional mischaraeterization I hope; it can find the 
dec^ny and honesty to correct. 

% work lias been subjected to the closest examination by the executive agencies. It 
has survived tMa and other intense scrutiny. It is accurate. There is no significant 
error in any of my books and only about a dozen minor errors all wliich come from 
acurate quotation of the official records. 

Over the years I liave received more than 20,000 letters from concerned Americans, 
all strangers to me, without a single letter complaining of unfair treatment of any of 
those I named in my seven books. 

Many of these letters express disenchantment with the major media. The Times' 
uncritical acceptance of tliis strange AMA behavior and it's entirely unjustified attack on 
me exemplify cause’ of tliis prevalent disenheantment and distrust. 

I regret also and very much that in return for my unpaid acceptance of the Times' 
responsibilities for almost 50 years and for t}ie many unpaid efforts I made to help the 
Times that at 79 and in seriously impaired health it 1/a uses me u3 it does in tMa editorial. 

I do hope you wi2>l want to rectify this. 



Bincerely, Harold Ueisberg 
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It is indecent as well as grossly inaccurate for the Tjiues in its mistitled I lay 

21 editorial, "Best evidence," to cliaracterize me as a "conspiracy buff" who makes "a 

pretty good lifeing" in my alleged "profession of casting -doubt on the Warren Report 
_at whip 

and grasping' any V?ith which to beat it/in my "several books" that total seven. 

hy work is entirely factual #nd in fact i of more than two decades I have spent 
much time, including with limes re porters, debunking conspiracy theories. 

ihe first of my "Whitewash" series of books was the first on the Warren ■‘■‘■eport. 

It was first published in 1 965 :md as its subtitle states is an analysis of tliat 
Report, comparing it with the alleged underlying evidence. My subsequent books all 
have the same approach and method and were exa|inded to include the records of the 

\J 

executive agencies I .obtained by about a dozen FOIii lawsuits some of which were pre— 
cedental^-and one was cited in the 1 C J? 4 debates l ea d ie amending of tliat Act 
to open FBI, UIA and similar agencids to the young fogies and Johnny-come-latelyes 
of the major media. 

Rather than milling me ^%te? 7 "a pretty good Jiving" it made me considerable debt 
that grew and grew until a farm - 1 - owned was taken to be included in a park area. 

In questioning my credentials without making any effort to learn what they are the 
limes aides , "how come Hr. Weisberg can be so sure. .1 " 

I fni a i orraer reporter , investigative reported? - , Senate investigator and editor 
and a decorate^/orld War II intelligence analyst. In one of my FOIA lawsuits the FBI 
certified to that court tliat knoh/ more about the JFK assassination than agy of its 
agents. In another the, Department of Justice persuaded that judge to have me act as its 
consultant in my lawsuit against it on the identical grounds. 

In taking what She Washington Post used without context from a long interview that 
was mostly on other matters and again without asking me fuiything at all, the Times asks 
what it could easily have learned for itself from a library or any authentic firearms 
expert, "How, we'd like to know, does i4 r. Weisberg know what kind of bullet was fired?" 
no doubt the reason it did not ask me,* and, "how come Mr. Ueisifer^ can be so sure how 
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C c ) have/ 

the real bullet 5 vioulcl/behaved?" 

* World War 11^ ; 

The full- jacketed, hardenebrTSrlitary ammunition allegedifased to kill President Kennedy 
was deaifjned to conform to the Geneva convention stipulating a design to cause "humanitar- 
ian" through-and- through rather than dumdum-like injuries. 

J-t is desired not to fragraent like hunting or -vanainting ammunition, ttdiero the 
intent is to cause death with "soft" ammunition that causes horrible but more instantly 
deadly injuries. 

As the Times quotes the autopsy pathologists as saying, the bullet tliat exploded in 
Pr<«sident Kennedy's head left "fragments." In speaking to the Post I cited their own 
import which refers to a cluster of some 40 "dasr-like" particles shown in X-rays they 
took of the head. hi wuf<. i>urf, c /j:s. 

This is precisely the kind of "behavior" prohibited by the Geneva convention, seal 

The design of the alleged bullet, based on tliis international agreement, Has to 
eliminate the kind of damage reported mid in not one of the many test firings made for 
the Commission did any of the bullets leave "dust-like particles." 

And, as neither the '■‘•'iiiies nor the American Medical Associate say, nobody has been 
able to duplicate the shooting attributed to the duffer, Oswald, not even the best shots 
in the world, "masters" having been provide^ by the National 1 'i‘fle Association for the 
Commission's test firing at the Aberdeen ^roving Grounds. 

In addressing to the Post the AMA's claim that because the autopsy doctors said they 
were right they were indeed right, for which no other support was provided, I called to its 
attention some of the official evidence ignored in the Warren Report and by its apolo- 
gists tliat prove the official theory of the crime, that one person fired all those shots 
from above and behind, is impossible. 

The single-bullet theory invented by now Senator Arlen Specter and contradicteciby 

i 

all the attual evidence requires that one bullet liave caused all seven, non-fatal in- 
juries on the two victims, a feat unequalled in science or mythology and not even attempted 

I 

to be duplicated in the official testing. 

'T|ji;> meqns tliat tliis one magical bullet had to have exited from the front of the 

a. 



President's nock, tlirough h ±5 shirt collar, leaving bullet holes in it and in the tie 
he was; we using. & J ■ 

Contrary to the AMA's statement that the doctors were speaking for the first time, 

1 ^interviewed tliree of those cited. One, Charles C a rrico, confirned his Warren Commission 
ignored testimony, supported by the emergency-room burses who worked under his direction, 
that the bullet hol^e in the •'•'resident's neck was above his ^hirt collar and that itlsiK 
the damage to that shirt collar, slits, not holes, was caused by the scalpel with wliich 
the nurses, speed be^Jng eesential, cut the necktie off. 

hr. Carrico demonstrated this for my by grabbing his own necktie and showing me 
Hswe how the tie was cut off with two te&y hasty notions with the scalpel. 



without tiny complaints from these doctors, with whom I had subsequent correspondence, 
or from anyone else. 

1 also published (.page 598) an FBI Laty^ajto^y photograph a_f the front of 
the President's shirt that I got from the Department of Justice via FOIA but the 
Warren Commission did not get or even ask for. (xerox copy enclosed.) Tliis official but 

suppresed evidence makes it without question that the damage to the neckband could not 

1 

have been caused by any bullet, that the slits do not even"e©ieic coincide and are not 
even of the same length. 

It takes no specialized education to understand that this FBI picture alone,- sup- 

yy 

pressed for a dozen years, utterly destroys the official "solution" to the "crime of the 
centurjr," that one person fired all the assassination shots and thac no more than 
three were fired. 

If in Sl9 years the limes had done any investigating at all, it would have learned 
that both the FBI and the Secret Service disagreed with this "solution" because both 
knew that the? single-bullet theory is impossible. 

In all quarter of a million JFK assassination, previously-withheld records I got 

i 

through my lengtliy and costly FOI& litigation, there is no FBI or Secret Service record 
thtji agrees with the Commission's "theory" and both agencies insist tliat one bullet did 
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not cau.se those seven, non-fatal injuries on both victims. $ 46tjo ^ /HiruJ aufl v 

And tliis, sepra. separately, disproves the theorised basic conclusion of the barren 

Report and of the Ai'IA' s media even/ in which it gulled the uncritical Times and the rest 

AJt-wLhf 

of the major media no]?! one element of which sought and published the official evidence 

o.fA'gi \ j juvlxnq 

ignored by AHA., the autopsy and otlier doctors and the Warren Commission, notoriously by 

\ 

Arlen Specter who invented an impossible non-connpiracy theory without which there could 

not have been the pre-determined and ordained /no-conspiracy "splution." 

Altliough I am the opposite of the conspiracy-theorist the 'i-’imes makes me out to 

be and have debunked tln^ie theories presented as solutions for almost three decades, 

when the major media did not meet its ’traditional obligations to ask questions ,ut least 

these conspiraey-theorigsts did tliat, as I did in my seven bookd and extensive FOIA 
/YyuJ^ / ' n ^ 

litigation, awing the record for history that the major media failed to make. 


** 
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